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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 06/17/2008. 
Claims 1-36 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hughes (U.S. 
Pat. No. 6,275,223), Chang et al. ("Chang", U.S. Pat. No. 6,584,479), and Celebiler (U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,195,094). 

Per claim 1, Hughes teaches a computer-implemented method for providing a user- 
interface, the method comprising: 
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providing an application for displaying data and for receiving and interrogating user input 
within a pattern based user interface (figs. 7, 15 and 17; which show menu tool bar 701 follow a 
pattern because the menu tool bar 701 is positioned in the same area. In addition, the system 
receive user inputs in response to user's selections of the items on the menu tool bar, see col. 10, 

lines 37-45) and 

providing within the application a non-pattern based user interface, in response to 
interrogating the received user input at least for displaying data, (figs. 7, and 17; which show the 
source code display area 702, 703 and 1 701 have different patterns (e.g. a pair of source codes 
or a single source code is displayed. In addition, the source codes are displayed in response to 
user's selections of the items on the menu tool bar, see col. 10, lines 37-45). 

Hughes does not specifically teach receiving, in the non-pattern based user interface, an 
input from a user to change a position of at least one element of the data displayed in the non- 
pattern based user interface, wherein the pattern based user interface and the non-pattern based 
interface are displayed in frames in a side-by-side relationship. However, Chang teaches 
receiving, in the non-pattern based user interface, an input from a user to change a position of at 
least one element of the data displayed in the non-pattern based user interface (col. 11, lines 18- 
32; resizing and repositioning of text to accommodate supporting annotations.) Celebiler 
teaches displaying of user interfaces in frames in a side-by-side relationship (figs. 3 and 4). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the teaching of Chang and Celebiler in the invention of hughes in order to 
provide the user with dynamic display of supplementary textual or graphical annotations over 
primary source page, and in order to provide an intuitive and easily manipulated splitter bar 
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system that allows a user to open, close, and resize a pane in a multi-pane application (Celebiler, 
col. 1, lines 60-64). 

Per claim 2, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising displaying business object data of at least two business objects within the 
non-pattern based user interface (Hughes, figs. 15; source code object "Demonstration.c.1.1 " 
and "Demonstration.c.1.2"; col. 11, lines 55-67). 

Per claim 3, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising displaying business object data of at least two business objects on a side-by- 
side basis within the non-pattern based user interface (Hughes, fig. 15; side by side display of 
areas 1501, and 1502; col. 12, lines 23-27). 

Per claim 4, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising providing the non-pattern based user interface within at least one frame 
separated from the pattern based user interface (Hughes, fig. 5; col. 12, lines 23-27; areas 1501 
and 1502 are at least one frame separated from the toolbar area ). 

Per claim 5, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
fiirther comprising providing general information of business objects within the pattern based 
user interface and providing detail information of the business objects within the non-pattern 
based user interface (Hughes, figs. 7 and 8; col.. 10, lines 38-58; col. 11, lines 55-67; detail 
information is displayed in area 1501 and 1502 of fig. 15). 

Per claim 6, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising providing markup-language style sheets within the non-pattem based user 
interface (Hughes, fig. 22; col. 10, lines 1-12, and lines 17-22). 
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Per claim 7, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising providing the pattern based user interface for all windows within an 
application (Hughes, figs. 7-10, 15, and 17; toolbar area). 

Per claim 8, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
wherein the pattern based user interface is defined within the application on different hierarchy 
levels (Hughes, igs. 7 and 8; toolbar area 701; first level 'file menu ", and second level drop 
down menu display 800). 

Per claim 9, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising defining combinations of user interface components within the pattern based 
user interface (Hughes, fig. 7; col. 9, lines 5-17; combination of user interface components are 
defined during software development of the application). 

Per claim 10, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 9, 
further comprising defining the relative and/or absolute position of user interface components 
within the pattern based user interface (Hughes, col. 9, lines 5-17; relative and/or absolute 
position are defined during software development of the application) 

Per claim 11, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
further comprising providing at least one of text, file directories, graphics, and multimedia 
content within the non-pattern based user interface (Hughes, fig. 15; area 1501, and 1502). 

Per claim 12, the modified Hughes teaches the computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
fiirther comprising changing the appearance of the non-pattem based user interface based on the 
displayed data (Hughes, fig. 15; source code display area 1501 and 1502 are displayed based on 
user selection, see col. 11, lines 55-65). 
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Claims 13-24 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 1-12 respectively. 
Claims 25-36 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 1-12 respectively. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicants' arguments in the Amendment have been fully considered but are not 

persuasive. 

Applicant's primary argument is that the prior arts do not teach "providing within the 
application a non-pattern based user interface at least for displaying data, in response to 
interrogating the received user input; receiving, in the non-pattern based user interface, an input 
from a user to change a position of at least one element of the data displayed in the non-pattern 
based user interface". The examiner does not agree because Hughes teaches providing within the 
application a non-pattem based user interface, in response to interrogating the received user input 
at least for displaying data. In Hughes, figs. 7 and 17 show that the source codes display areas 
702, 703 and 1701 have different patterns (e.g. a pair of source codes or a single source code is 
displayed). In addition, the source codes are displayed in response to user's selections of the 
items on the menu tool bar; see col. 10, lines 37-45. Furthermore, Chang teaches receiving, in 
the non-pattem based user interface, an input from a user to change a position of at least one 
element of the data displayed in the non-pattem based user interface. Here, in col. 11, lines 18- 
32, Chang teaches resizing and repositioning of text to accommodate supporting annotations. 
Accordingly, the combination of Hughes and Chang teaches the claimed limitations of providing 
within the application a non-pattem based user interface at least for displaying data, in response 
to interrogating the received user input; receiving, in the non-pattem based user interface, an 
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input from a user to change a position of at least one element of the data displayed in the non- 
pattern based user interface. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THANH T. VU whose telephone number is (571)272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri 7:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L. Bashore can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Thanh T. Vu/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



